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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment filed on 08/08/05. 

- Claims 1,13, 14-15, 27-28, 38-39 are currently amended. Claim 40 is added. 

- Claims 1-40 remain pending in this application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicants 1 arguments to Claim 1-39 and newly added claim 40 have been fully considered. 
By amending the limitation "build process" into "build application", 

Applicants argue: 

The flow diagram of Figure 2 is not a build application (Remarks: p. 1 1), and there is no indication 
that Figure 2 presents: "an executable build application, stored in the memory of the computer system, 
and configured, when executed by the processor, to generate a language-specific build" (Remarks: p. 
12). 

Examiner respectfully responds: 

As seen from the left top in Figure 2, "Process flow for developing an internationalized 
application " ("a language-specific build"). The Figure 2 is a build and test process for internationalized 
applications ("a language-specific builcf). In the computer art, a process such as the process in Figure 2 
is done/controlled by software elements . This process is done in computer system for "11 18N", and 
represents a computer "application" run by software elements behind. That indicates, "Build Application". 
It should be noted that Applicants' new amended limitation, "build application", amending over the 
old/deleted limitation, "build process" does not attempt to make or to point out the patentable novelty, but 
rather expresses an alternative term (See MPEP 714.04). 

Nevertheless, software application only automates a process. It should be noted that a program 
or an application that is used to replace a manual activity would not be patentable over such a manual 
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activity (See In re Venner, 262 F.2d 91 , 95, 120 USPQ 193, 194 (CCPA 1958)) (automatic 
means/manual activity). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Robinson et al., "New 
Approaches to Creating and Testing Internationalized Software", 1 1-1998. 

Given the broadest reasonable interpretation of followed claims in light of the specification. 
As per Claim 1 : Robinson discloses: "A method, comprising: 

integrating at least one pseudo localization utility application with a build application (See Page 

31, Figure 2; it is a build process in a computer system: " build application 9 ; see page 30, Figure 1, 
"English", Trench": "at least one pseudo localization utility application); 

executing the at least one pseudo localization utility application to generate pseudo-translated 
locale-dependant code, wherein executing the at least one pseudo localization utility application includes: 

(a) retrieving locale-dependant code from at least one storage location (See Figure 1 , Solution 1 
inputted into Traditional Process Flow); 

(b) altering an appearance of the locale-dependant code (See Figure 1 , the box "Translate the 
Message Catalog into Multiple Languages", "Test 11 8N code Using Default Message Catalog ": locale- 
dependant code, See Figures 4 and 5, pages 32 and 33, respectively: altering an appearance; see page 

32, Solution 1); and 
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(c) storing the altered locale-dependant code in at least one second storage location (See Figure 
1 , the box Test 11 8N code Using Translated Message Catalog ": in at least one second storage location); 
and generating a pseudo-language build with the pseudo-translated locale-dependant code" (See Figure 
5: a pseudo-language build, see page 32, Solution 1). 

As per Claim 2 : Robinson discloses: *The method of Claim 1, further comprising: 
testing the pseudo-language build; and 

identifying at least one internationalization bug" (See page 30, right column, Process Flow: 
indentations 2 and 3). 

As per Claim 3 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 2, wherein the internationalization bug 
comprises a hard-coded string, a hard-coded format, or a hard-coded reference to a translation" (See 
page 33, left column, Challenge 2). 

As per Claim 4 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 2, wherein identifying the at least one 
internationalization bug comprises discovering unaltered locale-dependant code in the user-interface" 
(See page 33, right column, Challenge 3, the last 3 steps). 

As per Claim 5 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 1, wherein altering the appearance of the 
locale-dependant code comprises adding at least one prefix character to the locale-dependant code" (See 
page 34, Figures 6 and 7: discussing a Japanese preceding string). 

As per Claim 6 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 5, wherein the at least one prefix character 
comprises at least one multi-byte character" (See page 34, Figures 6 and 7: a Japanese character 
comprises at least one multi-byte character). 

As per Claim 7 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 5, wherein the at least one prefix character 
comprises at least one right-to-left character" (See page 34: Solution 3: language independent test, target 
language : Noted that a target language depends on its writing style: some target language having writing 
style from right to left). 

As per Claim 8 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 5, wherein the at least one prefix character 
comprises a prefix string including at least one multi-byte character and at least one right-to-left character* 
(See rationale of Claim 7 and 8 above). 
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As per Claim 9 : Robinson discloses: The method of Claim 1, wherein the at least one pseudo localization 
utility application comprises at least one server message specific utility, and the locale-dependant code 
comprises at least one server message" (See page 33, right column, Challenge 3, the last 3 steps, and 
referring to "test case"). 

As per Claim 10 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 1 , wherein the at least one pseudo 
localization utility application comprises at least one repository string specific utility, and the locale- 
dependant code comprises at least one repository string" (See page 30, Figure 1: "Help", "Aide"). 
As per Claim 1 1 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 1 , wherein the at least one pseudo 
localization utility application comprises at least one resource file specific utility, and the locale-dependant 
code comprises at least one resource file" (See page 30, Figure 1: "Help menu" in English and French). 
As per Claim 12 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 1, wherein the at least one pseudo 
localization utility application comprises at least one utility application (Figures 8 and 9: HTML version) 
capable of retrieving or altering at least one element of user-interface code of a type selected from a 
group, including; a server message, a repository string, a static ill file, and a seed data file" (Discussed in 
Figure 2; and see Figures 7 and 8, buttons in English and Japanese characters). 
As per Claim 13 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 1, wherein the build process comprises a 
database build application (software/programming elements that implement Figure 2), the at least One 
pseudo localization utility application comprises at least one seed data file specific utility, and the locale- 
dependant code comprises at least one seed data file" (See page 35, Figures 8 and 9: "HTML version of 
an English help page and HTML version of a Japanese Help page). 

As per Claim 14 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 1 , wherein the build process comprises a 
software build application" (Figure 2; and particularly, page 30: "Developing Internationalized Software"). 
As per Claim 40 : Robinson discloses: The method of claim 1, wherein said executing the at least one 
pseudo localization utility application is in response to a determination in the build application to build a 
pseudo-language build (See Figure 2, Figure is a process in a computer system, this process and a 
computer processor have means of executing means because Robinson presents localization utility* 
shown as international characters in Figures 6-9). 
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Claims 15-28 and 29-39 are the article of manufacturing and the system that perform the method 
addressed in Claims 1-14, 40. Therefore, their functionality is the same and corresponds to the Claims 1- 
14, 40. 

As per Claims 15-28 : See rationale respectively of Claims 1 to 14 above, 
As per Claims 29-39 : See rationale respectively of Claim 1,5-14 above. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Ted T. Vo whose telephone number is (571) 272-3706. The examiner can normally be 
reached on 8:00AM to 5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Wei 
Y. Zhen can be reached on (571) 272-3708. 

The facsimile number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is the 
Central Facsimile number 571 -273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be directed to 
the TC 2100 Group receptionist: 571-272-2100. Information regarding the status of an application may 
be obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for 
unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Ted T. Vo 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2191 
October 14, 2005 



